REMARKS 

Claims 1 - 26 are pending. The title of the specification has been changed; die Examiner's 
suggestion is appreciated. 

Response to rejection of claim 23 under S 112 : die term "environmental variables" is a common and 
well-known term of art used in the context of speech recognition. On pages 39 - 40 of the 
disclosure, it explains diat this term is often referred to as "context," which again is a well-known 
term of art. In a web based application, as the disclosure indicates, the environment or context refers 
to "where" the user happens to be - within die website - at the time of the speech utterance. To 
make this point more clear nonetheless, Applicant has amended claim 23. 

Response to rejection of clamis 1-26 unde r §102/U03: 

Applicant traverses the present rejections under §102 and §103 based on die fact tiiat die 
primary reference cited by die Examiner. - Halverson U.S. Patent 6,742,021 - is simply NOT prior 
art within die requirements of 35 U.S.C. §102(e). On diis basis, AppHcant submits diat die 
rejections must be wididrawn because they fail as a matter of law.^ 

Please note diat, despite the lack of a proper rejection, independent claims 18 and 25 have 
been amended to better define the scope of such inventions. This is not being done in support of 
an argument for patentability, but merely for clarification on die intended scope of such claims. 

Nonetheless, with respect to die other claims, the fact that Halverson is not prior art can be 
determined from the following: first, die face of the patent identifies the filing date as March 13, 
2000, which is clearly not sufficient to constitute prior art under § 102(e). Applicant appreciates diat 
the face of the patent also identifies several provisional applications and parent applications from 
which priority for the cited subject matter might arguably be drawn to. However, in each instance. 
Applicants have reviewed the reference in question and found absolutely zero mention, let alone 
adequate support, for the subject matter identified by die Exammer as relevant to die present claims. 

In particular, the Examiner relies on Fig. la, Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 of Halverson and die text at 
col.3, U. 41 - 67; col.4, U. 1 -11; col. 5, 11. 42 - 46 and col. 12, U. 9 - 32 for die rejections. See, e.g., die 
Office Action at paragraph 6, pp. 3-5. Here are die exact figures from Halverson relied upon by 
the Examiner: 
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Fig. 1a 
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( , . continued) 

1 The other references cited by the Examiner, namely Giangarra et al . (U.S. Patent No 6,101,472) and Horiguchi 
(6,330,530) are only argued in combination with Halverson . and in the face of the reality th^t the latter is not pnor art, 
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In order for the present §102(e) and §103 rejections to be sustained, the Examiner must 
demonstrate diat the above disclosure is supported by one of the earUer appHcations cited on the 
face of Halverson . namely: 

1. Serial no. 09/225,198 filed January 5, 1999; 

2. Provisional application no. 60/ 1 24,7 1 8 filed March 1 7, 1 999 

3. Provisional appHcation no. 60/124,719 filed March 17, 1999 

4. Provisional appUcation no. 60/ 1 24,720 fUed March 1 7, 1 999 

For items #2 - #4: AppUcant has secured copies of die filed provisional materials. Here is a 
copy of the face sheet for #2: 60/124,718: 
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Attomey Docket No. ; SRI i 

First Numcd Invtmuitr: CHEVKR, Adum J. 
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Sii: Tliis is a requ^si lor ftlirig a PROVISO AL APPUCATION m^v 37 CFR 1 i3ic). 
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TITLE OF INVENTION (280 ciiaracters nuixj 



m\m K com msm or dlstributed EtKCTRosic agents to sifpgoRT a highly mobile, amiknt 



The entire disclosure (14 pages) can be provided if necessary, but as die Applicant 
understands diat die Examiner has ftiU access to such materials, diey are not presented here. Should 
the Examiner wish for the Apphcant to provide die same, please contact die undersigned. 

In any event, the key point is that Applicant has reviewed die reference, and there is 
absolutely no mention or discussion of die Halverson figures or description relied on by the 
Examiner. This can be easily verified by the Examiner. Consequendy, diis reference cannot 
support a §102(e) rejection. In fact, Ms. "Chnstine Halverson" is not even identified as an inventor 
of the earher provisional above, which again corroborates the conclusion that only the later, 
nonprovisional filing contains the subject matter which the Examiner relies on. 



( . . continued) 

such combinations must also fail as a matter of law. 
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Similarly, provisionals #3 and #4 also faU to disclose die subject matter presented by Ms. 
Halverson in die issued U.S. Patent 6,742,021 : From 60/124J19 (21 pages): 
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Box Patent Application 
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Sir: This is a request for filing a PROVISIONAL APPLICATION under 37 CFR L53(c). 
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TITLE OF rNVENTlON (280 character max) 
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THE NKCOTIATION OF FXIXTRONIC TRANSACTIONS 
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0: TITLE OF INVENTION (280 charactejns max) 

AN * iN VlSIBtE'^ USER INTERFACE PROVIDING A OICH DECREE OF INTKGHATIO^ ACftOSSS MiniTlPLE 
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Again, notably, Ms. Halverson is NOT a named inventor on any of these provisional 
materials, yet she is named as die primary inventor on die reference relied on by the Examiner. And 
as the Examiner can agam verify, they do not contain die relevant disclosure needed to support a § 
102(e) rejection. 

Finally, item #1, die earUer serial no. 09/225.198 filed January 5, 1999, from which 
Halverson claims CIP status, also fails to disclose die relevant subject matter: Applicants obtained a 
copy of portions of the file history, mcluding die original specification. The transmittal sheet shows 
59 pages of disclosure and 16 sheets of drawings: 

IN THE UNIIEjaiiT A '^'^^ PAHW A^^) TRADiiMARIvQlOa: 
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Washingion, DC 20231 

Sir: Tim- is a ttqmsi for rmi\g a patent application imd& 37 CFR § 1 .53(b) in the mmt^ of mv<:^mtsii 
Adam )- Cheyer and David M^jfliji 

:J l)i;^ntlBlFlXI>ELECTnONICAGlJ«T5 

p Pages of Spcciiicsnoiu Cl:5im&iaidAl)SlJac< 

% 3 ^'^ Sheds ofOrawiiigs 

r 3 Pages CombiaiedDcclai'atbiimdhiwcr of Att^^ 

The Applicant has scoured the disclosxire and drawings; there is absolutely no support for 
the subject matter which the Examiner now cites against the present application. Moreover, Ms. 
Halverson is again not even Hsted as an inventor of die earlier application. The disclosure in fact 
clearly directed to a different type of system altogether, and has very litde to do widi a speech 
recognition system, as call be seen even from the Abstract provided: 
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i\BSTRAa 
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d] s\ d bntcil sy ^icns . *l' be archs^xtuf c supports raopeiaii vie lask did fx^ clion by 

toibJc. dynamic cciiifipr*^uwis of auKmojnfiiiis efectiontc opniL Cofnu!Ufiic::i£i<Ki 

and coop^fiiLioci btuvcieii rtgsiits are kok«t«d by or ins>5^ fsciiiiftcors. v^Udi are 

r«^oasi^^ for diaicliiiii rcquesis, fR>m ti5W5 aoci agcots, mh 0cim^mm of cite 
1 1} p^'^t^ f i ri es 0 r 0 1 !i cf agcn l;,*,. ] t i ricit n cjal ly ncqui d ttei a lisc r o r age ai know t^ c 

itl^Miiies, locations, ariiumb.?roJat]iej agcals mvolvcil bi salisfying a r^qytriit, a£id 

fi'Ulively nikimxl effort h mvoivcd in incHJsrpotuiiDg ne\v ?4»eni;s imil 'AvroppinK" 

anMinsJ \Sk ikclmwm of eapabiU,1^$ by s^n'ic^-providiiis ^n^, the con^iraccion of 
1 5 bitrari ly iromple^x ^cials ay ii^cji and scn.'ioj-rrti'uc^iiLing u^cm, and tlie rde of 

factlitaloTs in (klct^Ming aiiil CoCxrdi rial site 5bJ sfdisfftCliOii of ll>esc £0;i5> mb}^^ ^0 
mi mmumti iUui may ai^wf asiy ihcm. AddjiloiMl nice-5ianisms aad 

feaftiFt? mciudi: fiicilitics farcrcmiog uikI iri!ij;jiluiining sli^rM f^pdsiiwks of 4m: iht 

mc ai in^gm u? ini^iiiaMaie conuiiitijieot^ mhm m6 bcrwtc n agents; agent-bos^ i^l 
20 prtJVUSififi of mMllhlT]0d4l Mm r«1crfaOES. Iric|gdiri| natural lan^pu^c; 2nd buiiHn 

Nippon mr InciiidiRg iIk u^cj as a privikaicd member of tlx a^u coram uniiy. 

Again, the Examiner is believed to have full access to such materials, so they are not 
provided here. Nonetheless, there is no other reasonable conclusion: the Halverson reference does 
not have any earlier support for the subject matter relied on by the Examiner. Consequently, it 
cannot serve as an effective § 102(e) reference in this instance. The current rejections therefore are 
not supportable and should be withdrawn. 

As there is no other pending rejection presented by the Examiner, after a fall examination 
on the merits, Applicant submits that the present case is clearly in condition for allowance. 

Should the Examiner wish to contact the undersigned at any time to discuss this case, please 
feel free to use the number identified below. 

R^SPectfcifl^i^bMttecn 




Ji^olas Gross, Attorney, Reg. No. 34, 175 



November 10, 2004 
726 Duboce Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
Tel. (415) 355-9800 
Fax: (41 5) 355 -9006 



/ hereby certify that the foregoing is being deposited with the US. Postal Servicey postage prepaidy 
to Mail Stop Amendment y Commissioner for Patents^ P,0. Box 1450 Alexandria y VA 
2231 3 -1450 y this 10'^' day ofNovembery 2004. 
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